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7) |EI Claim(s) 1 2-1 7 and 37-39 is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the applicant's filing of 10/24/2005, and amendment of 1 1/24/06, 
which have been entered into the electronic file of record. 

The examiner regrets any inconvenience experienced by the applicant due to the pendency of the 
Office. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or nu)i c claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claims 18 recites the limitation "arresting element" while depending fi-om claim 1. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 
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Claims 25-30 recite the limitation "closure element" while depending from claim 23. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

"Closure means" (which is similar but not the same as "closure element" appears in claim 
24, but these claims do not depend from claim 24. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-5, 7-9, 20-23, 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Feeser (US 6,454,170). 
Reclaims 1,2,35: 

It is noted briefly that the words in the preamble, "for a tachograph in a motor vehicle" 
express an intended use and not a positive limitation. Still, it is noted (column 1, line 65) that 
motor vehicle applications are considered by Feeser. 

Attention is drawn especially to figures 1 and 3 of Feeser. As figure 3 shows, a card 2 
enters completely into the device interior. There is a means (see for instance column 2, lines 40- 
65) for drawing the card completely into the card interior. There is an elongate receiving 
opening through which the card passes (see figures 1 and 3) on its way to its final destination in 
the interior of the card reader. A locking unit includes a locking element 27 which moves into a 
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clear cross section of the receiving opening and this locking element has an abutment area 25 
arranged to touch a card located within the device at an outwardly pointing end face of the card 
and, as figure 3 shows, the abutment portion 25 presses against the card 2 in the insertion 
direction. 

Re claims 3 and 4: Element 24 is fixed at a far interior portion (unseen in the figures) 
while the near end including abutment portion 25 moves up and down as figures 1 and 3 show. 
Thus the point where the element 24 is fixed can be considered a rotation axis. 

Re claim 5: The axis has been discussed above. The portion 12 which moves to the right 
and left in figure 1 is a guide portion which is a sliding block such that the inward and outward 
movement guides the arm 24/25/27 into and out of a locking position about a pivot axis. 
The guide portion 12 has a slot. 

Re claim 7: For a discussion of the abutment portion, see discussion re claim 1 above. 

Re claims 8 and 9: The entire locking arm including the abutment piece in Feeser is 
essentially a leaf spring that is biased downward. 

Re claim 20, 23: See figure 4. There is a stop, namely the housing 1 1, in which are the 
contacts. 

Re claim 21, 22: In Feeser, the flexible arm 27 with abutment area 25 are indeed elastic 
and press the card 2 inward to the wall of the housing 1 1 where the contacts are located. 
Re claim 34: Contacts are a necessity and are present in Feeser as claimed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the im ention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the stibject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 6, 10, 11, 19, 31 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Feeser as applied to claim 1 above, in view of Komatsu (US 5,033,972), of record in the 
instant IDS. 
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Re claims 6, 10, 11, 19, 31: The specific arrangements claims in claims 6, 10, 11, 19 and 
31 are all shown in figure 2 of Komatsu (see accompanying specification). 

In view of Komatsu' s teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to employ these aspects of Komatsu' s design because 
Komatsu's arrangement may be gentler on a card since Feeser's arm portion could potentially 
contact the card too soon (before it is all the way in). Feeser, meanwhile, teaches drawing the 
card completely into the interior, a valuable security feature which Komatsu lacks. 

Re claim 36: Komatsu has a sensor to determine when the system is locked. Very 
obviously, reads and writes should not be performed when the card is not fully and properly 
locked in place, because there may be bad reads and card damage. 

Claim 24, 32 and 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Feeser 
as applied to claim 1 above. 

Re claim 24: While Feeser fails to teach the recited closure means, disk drives have long 
had dust doors biased in a closed position. One motivation for the inclusion of this of course is 
to block out dust. 

Re claims 32 and 33: Feeser admittedly performs a manual insertion, but it is widely 
appreciated in the art that simple use of motors can replace the push motions of Feeser. 
Motivations include ease of use and gentle treatment of the card. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 12 -17 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

The prior art fails to teach or fairly suggest, in the context of all other limitations present 
in the independent claim, an arresting element fitted to at least one locking element such that it 
can be moved to an "arrested position" and arrest the locking unit in a "locked position". 

Claims 37-39 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

The prior art fails to teach or fairly suggest, in the context of the limitations of claim 35, 
the steps of claim 37, especially including the clamping and releasing steps. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL A. HESS whose telephone number is (571)272-2392. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee can be reached on (571) 272-2398. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Daniel A Hess/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2876 
3/11/2009 



